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In this review, we explore the extent to which the recent evidence for conformity in nonhuman animals may alternatively be explained by the animals' preference for social information regardless of the number of individuals demonstrating the respective behaviour. Conformity as a research topic originated in human psychology and has been described as the phenomenon in which individuals change their behaviour to match the behaviour displayed by the majority of group members. Recent studies have aimed to investigate the same process in nonhuman animals; however, most of the adopted designs have not been able to control for social influences independent of any majority influence and some studies have not even incorporated a majority in their designs. This begs the question to what extent the 'conformity interpretation' is preliminary and should be revisited in light of animals' general susceptibility to social influences. Similarly, demarcating social from majority influences sheds new light on the original findings in human psychology and motivates reinterpretation of the reported behavioural patterns in terms of social instead of majority influences. Conformity can have profound ramifications for individual fitness and group dynamics; identifying the exact source responsible for animals' behavioural adjustments is essential for understanding animals' learning biases and interpreting cross-species data in terms of evolutionary processes. © 2014 The Association for the Study of Animal Behaviour. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
Dating back to 1932, when Arthur Jenness observed that individuals' estimates of the number of beans in a jar were considerably influenced by the estimate of the majority of group members (Jenness, 1932), conformity has received extensive attention in human psychology. Defined by altering opinions or behaviour in order to match the majority, subsequent research robustly showed that a surprising number of the adult participants are conformists, even when the majority stance is conspicuously erroneous (Asch, 1956; Bond & Smith, 1996; Sherif, 1936) . In later years, it was shown that opting for the majority stance does not represent a biological conundrum, but may instead bestow substantial fitness benefits (Henrich & Boyd, 1998; King & Cowlishaw, 2007; Richerson & Boyd, 2005; Wolf, Kurvers, Ward, Krause, & Krause, 2013) .
The tendency to adopt the behaviour of the majority of group members is considered to be one of the driving forces behind cultural diversification (Boyd & Richerson, 1985; Henrich & Boyd, 1998) . By converging on the most prevalent conventions, groups move towards behavioural homogeneity while at the same time increasing the likelihood of emergent between-group heterogeneity: the hallmark of culture (Richerson & Boyd, 2005) . In recent years, majority influence has become a favourable research topic for behavioural biologists. One line of research has focused on our closest living relatives, the nonhuman primates (chimpanzees, Pan troglodytes: Bonnie, Horner, Whiten, & de Waal, 2007; Haun, Rekers, & Tomasello, 2012; Hopper, Schapiro, Lambeth, & Brosnan, 2011; Whiten, Horner, & de Waal, 2005 ; capuchin monkeys, Cebus apella: Dindo, Thierry, & Whiten, 2008; Dindo, Whiten, & de Waal, 2009; Perry, 2009) , which could enable intriguing analysis of the evolutionary roots of this human phenomenon (MacLean et al., 2012) . Another line of research has aimed to investigate the possibility of convergent evolution of conformity by focusing on phylogenetically more distant species, such as fish (Day, MacDonald, Brown, Laland, & Reader, 2001; Kendal, Coolen, & Laland, 2004; Pike & Laland, 2010) , rats (Galef & Whiskin, 2008; Jolles, de Visser, & van den Bos, 2011; Konopasky & Telegdy, 1977) and fruit flies (Battesti, Moreno, Joly, & Mery, 2012) .
